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Objectification of the superconcept «ideology»
in the publicistic discours: diachronic aspect

The authors considers the phraseological — periphrastic combination in the conceptospher<of the
superconcept «ideology» that exist in the minds of members of social groups in the form of linguistic repre-
sentations, define group identity and are included in the body of political lexicon, as one of the highlights of
the Russian language will the Soviet / post-Soviet period. Our research is devoted to an actual problem of the
modern linguistic science — cognitive theory, particularly to structure and semantic study of the
superconcept «ideology». In the article described over phrase combinations OPHC of the Russian language,
verbalizing this concept in publicistic discourse of the Soviet and beginning of the Post Soviet periods. Theo-
retical importance of the offered research is defined by the development. of the Russian language
conceptosphere theory, author’s attempt to work out OPhC theory, ordering principles, underlining and de-
scribing them in pragma linguistic aspectpractical. The authors of the article also present various schemes and
tables, illustrating the theoretical provisions of the work.

Keywords: language, ideology, linguistic representations, political lexicon, conceptosphere, social groups,
publicism.

One of the most serious problems of the modern linguistic science is the problem of the historical
judgment of the Russian language development in the twentieth century.

Many peculiar features of the Russian language of the twentieth century, especially its lexicology,
formed under the powerful influence of the communist ideology, functioning of the language depended on
the Soviet language picture of the world, which wasn’t always adequate reflection of the real world picture.
Each language reflects certain, specific to it,;way of perception and organization (conceptualization) of the
world, direction and character of the conceptualization itself are culturally determined. Given statement re-
lated to the number of more essential in‘linguistics dates back to V. fon Humboldt, A.A. Postebni, Sh.Balli,
E.Sepir, B.L. Uorph and others work. Process (and result) of the language conceptualization is understood in
modern linguistics as a verbal registration of «accumulated» by human sense meanings and structurization of
the knowledge about the world on the data basis of the language. Language provides the most natural access
to consciousness and thought processes, not only for many results of the mental process turned out to be ver-
balized, but for «we know about consciousness structured only owing to the language, which lets to report
about these structures and describe them in any natural language « [1; 21].

In cognitive linguistics scientists study a large number of problems, connected with solving of the main
goal of the givensynthetic discipline, studying, in particular, «mental» basis of understanding and producing
(generation) of speech; «language knowledge» in the process of transference and processing information
about the world, processes of conceptualization and categorization.

Knowledge-about the world is accumulated in mental formations-concepts. So in cognitive science af-
firmed the opinion to consider concept as multidimensional formation, having certain structure, including not
only notion and definition but connotative, figurative, estimative, associative characteristics, as one of the
actual problems of the modern linguistic science is language study of the Soviet period, defining it’s place in
historical development of the Russian language, research of structure and semantic space of superconcept
IDEOLOGY seems perspective, so this construct is a main in the Russian conceptual picture of the world of
the Soviet period.

Our research is devoted to an actual problem of the modern linguistic science — cognitive theory, par-
ticularly to structure and semantic study of the superconcept IDEOLOGY. In the article described over
phrase combinations OPHC of the Russian language, verbalizing this concept in publicistic discourse of the
Soviet and beginning of the Post Soviet periods.

Exclusive ideologizing of publicistics, forcing to only possible interpretation of facts, phenomena,
events is a characteristic feature of the Soviet period of time. Only in discourse formed communication be-
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tween language and ideology, to the later submitted realization of the language means choice, influencing to
pragmatical information OPhC appeared in party leaders and activists speech, spread through newspapers,
reports at the meetings, decisions and and orders became speech samples for wide strata of population. It is
possible to consider OPhC as microconcepts’ language realization defining base concepts volume on differ-
ent conceptual lines in the structure of the superconcept IDEOLOGY, acting as an integration meaning cen-
tre connected by general semantics of the lexical elements. Object of research: phrazeologized and over
phrased combinations (OPhC), objecting superconcept IDEOLOGY in Soviet publicistic discourse, subject
of study OPhC concentual-semantic, structural pecularities.

Scientific novelty is the description of specific lexical units of the Soviet time, publicistic discourse
phraseologised over phrased combinations as organizing semantic space of super concept IDEOLOGY in the
Russian language of the Soviet and PostSoviet periods. Analyzed cognitive — semantic paradigm of the ini-
tial superconcept and in it base concepts structure, carried out research of OPhC verbalizing given paradigm
in pragama linguistic aspect.

Theoretical importance of the offered research is defined by the development of the Russian language
conceptosphere theory, author’s attempt to work out OPhC theory, ordering principles; underlining and de-
scribing them in pragma linguistic aspectpractical-is in: data of conducted research can be used in the prac-
tice of teaching course «History of the Russian literary language» and special coutses on actual problems of
the modern linguistics (cognitive linguistics, intercultural communications, linguaculturology, pragma lin-
guistics), in training the Russian language as a foreign, for compiling educational’ phraseologized over
phased combinations dictionary of Soviet and Post-Soviet periods Research material is taken at the result of
choice out from the numbers of the newspaper «Pravda», volume — 733 phraseologized over phased combi-
nations (390 OPhC dated to 1985, 343 OPhC to 1993). Material source — numbers of the newspaper «Prav-
da», dated to 1985, which was the beginning of the radical state transformations in the history of the USSR
and 1993 noted by transformation of the existed political system. Urgency, interest to publicistic discourse
(newspaper language) are determined, as B.Zh. Raimbekova writes, by that: First newspaper language is
most mobile Stylistic subsystem of the literary language; dynamically reflects all new formations, appeared
in the language due to various reasons.

At first innovations appear in newspaper language, then they fixed or disappear. Secondly, during car-
dinal historical changes; lexical and phraselogical language, fund updated, old destructed, formed new neu-
tral background new semantic oppositions appear [2; 4].

Lexical units of the Soviet period OPhC are non-uniform in their structure, lets to speak about their
structural classification. Hidden, veiled forms of authorative influence entirely depend on strategy and tactics
of the authorative person. If orders, instructions are strategy and tactics result of direct pressure and pressing,
hidden forms of pressure and pressing realized more often through instructions on status, unequality of
communicated according to existed classification in linguistics, integratures concepts are divided into: micro
—base, macro and superconcepts, consisting conceptosphere.

Structure of the concept can be introduced as a circle in a wide meanings in the centre — basic concept
nucleus of the concept; on periphery there is all introduced by culture, traditions, own and nation experience.
Graphically hierarchy of the signed concepts can be presented as follows:

Figure 1. Concept classification on degree of semantic structures integration
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From nucleus to periphery noted by numbers

1. Superconcept: IDEOLOGY (set of ideas)

2. Macroconcept: Society ideas into reality

3. Base concept: Party (Communist) State, the USSR (Russia)

4. Microconcept: policy, economy, agriculture, science (art, sport, culture), person(-a) parties, social
processes, needs, document(s) of state, state construction etc.

5. OPhC (in our case) tasted avant—garde: each communist’s main business, reflection of work, fertility
vitamins, gold fund of party, growth reserve, life style, leader of the proletariat and many others.

Base concepts of the cognitive linguistics make notional structure of the given research up, as
conceptsphere, superconcept, macroconcept, base concept and microconcept we realize as: superconcept is a
notion centre, possesses big order force and represents itself as an integration base, connected by lexical el-
ements of general semantic (words, compound names, phrases, communicative blocks); macroconcept —
concept possessing more extended semantic links in frameworks formed by it and other microconcepts of
conceptsphere; basic characterizing component of the superconcept, concept semantic structure of which
integrates semantics of microconcepts and structure, its verbalizing lexems on various conceptual lines in the
framework of the formed by it and other microconcepts of the conceptsphere, base component of the
superconcept; concept, semantic structure of which integrates base concept semantics and composing
microconcepts. Base concept is a concept, semantic structure of which integrates structures; it verbalizing
lexems on various conceptual lines; sign of language signs, culture, law, ‘philosophy, psychology;
microconcept is a concept (a part of conceptsphere) which semantics included-into the maintenance of the
base concept; conceptsphere — all set of verbalized concepts, all potentialties in the whole, shown in the
vocabulary of the separate person, as all language in the whole [3; 282].

Remarkable existing difference in a set of microconcepts in this.or that base concept in the language
material of the tested periods. For instance in language material of 1985 in the first base concept. Party un-
derlined such microconcepts as economy, science (art, sports, culture) and properties of persons parties,
which are absent in similar base concept in 1993. In base‘concepts.of 1993, in its turn, appear microconcepts
religion, person of friendly/hostile countries (Look at figures 2-4).
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Basic concept PARTY (1985 year — only 175 OPhC) — 3 OPhC *. (1993 year — only 71 OPhC).

* — number OPhC, synonymous basic concepts
Figure 2. Base concept Party (1985, 1993 years)

As it seen from the 3rd figure in base concept state (1993) high frequency is turned out in microconcept
economy (47 OPhC) which is explained by materials devoted to economy problems, in connection with spe-
cial careful attention to economic, political sphere of the rebuilt state, in the beginning of the post soviet
time.
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Figure 3. Presentation of the base concept State (1985, 1993 years)
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Figure 4. Base concept USSR (Russia) (1985, 1993 years)

Apperance of this or that microconcepts in conceptsphere of the superconcept is explained by necessity
of accenting and paying special attention to this or that historical state development and society. Absence of
one and other microconcepts in its turn is determined by taboo for usage the Russian language development,
to the whole or to some fields, on words and word combinations, no necessity — they are replaced by new
others, synonymous shade and cipher objective reality resulted numerous examples taken, from the most
readable, with multimillion newspapers circulations of the tested period. It is necessary to note categorical
value of OPhC is predicted by grammatical dominating component in the result of which on the character of
categorical meaning can be underlined OPhC of several types: substantive, verbal, adjective. In defining
OPhC hidden value, in establishing transfer, lexical and grammatical status of the root component is of the
great value.

In a quantitalive sense numerous was a substantive OPhC group, represented by 48 units (1985) and
107 OPhC examples (1993). For example, hell things, gold grains, slavish factories, big seven, green gold,

Cepusa «dunonorusa». Ne 3(99)/2020 23



S.A. Baimamyrov, B.K. Tungushbaeva

steel horses, white poison, red Saturday, a solar stone, unnecessary people, elder brother, blue screens, wood
athletes, blue fuel, invisible export, alive silver, orange, death etc Great amount of OPhC of the given model
is known in the initial form of the nominative case. Ability/inability to form case forms depends from value
and syntactic OPhC properties.

Among substantive OPhC is not less product(tive) group substantively substantive (genetive) OPhC (57
OPhC-1985, 49 OPhC-1993) Units of presented groups are regular and productive in language for example:
order, observes, atlantists’ creature, Neptune’s reign, fertility vitamins, works’ reflection, century’s construc-
tion, arm-twisting, five years brakes, mankind cradle, revolution cradle, fertility powder, apartheid weapon,
country of new buildings, press eyepieces, harvest law, peace keepers, innovators’ party, an evil empire, a
society cell and others.

Among OPhC substantive group special place is occupied by the group of overphrase appendices —
substance (single words, mainly nouns) and spread substant appendices (32 OPhC — 1985, 49 OPhC —
1993) (for example atlantists, health resorts, pioneer, wolves, pockets, a shirt, Gullivers, crumb, cream; pa-
trol, short meetings, tormozoc (food), a dope, flyers, Cheburashka, an umbrella, a gain, shabashers, green
mixture, sheep, a cribe).

In structural relation is not large OPhC group phaseologized overphrase combinations of the explanded
design, meaning of which developed from the sum of lexical value of all expanding OPhC components
(33 OPhC — 1985; 310 OPhC — 1993). For example: a show window of capitalism achievements, majour
source of people well-being, a cradle of world revolution, avant-guard of struggle against militarism etc.

Verbal and adjective OPhC on frequency use are of low frequency, whichiis.explained by unwillingness
to use given constructions, they try to be exact, concreteness, that’s was undesirable for writer in Soviet peri-
od.

This superconcept IDEOLOGY is root of world outlook component of a nation, around which is formed
mankinds’ world outlook. Superconcepts of a conceptsphere IDEOLOGY one of the most important society
subsystem. Thus permits us to speak of conceptsphere of superconcept IDEOLOGY as of a field of function-
ing of more private microconcepts: «Power (political)», ‘«state political leaders», «party» etc. Hierarchy of
given concepts is dynamical and organized by versatile movement of senses, crossing them in conceptsphere
limits and publicistic discourse in the whole is created under general cultural macroconcepts «owny, «alien»
based on opposition in different kinds, penetrating the whole culture, being one of the main concepts of the
whole collective, mass, national attitude and attitude.

For analyzing specific lexical language units of the Soviet period OPhC — was taken for comparison
language material of the newspaper «Pravda» (1993). Choice of the given period is determined by search and
determining difference or similarity in structure contents of OPhC and of the early period (1985) in compari-
son with the material of the more recent times (1993).

Using latent phrases OPhC authors try to hide true state of affairs and things, using metaphors, euphe-
misms, periphrases etc. Attempt to shade, cipher and veil some moments, dictated by ideology demands for-
mation of such layered to one another combinations. Perception of the text, containing OPhC can be in com-
plete, caused by barrier of misunderstanding and vagueness for reader of such specific language, lexical units
of the Soviet period as overphase combinations. Owing to OPhC explanation in context and for «wandering»
as a formed sample in each'text, a removal of this barrier took place.

The synonymic palette in tested material introduced in publicistic discourse let native speakes to ex-
press sense of subtle shades, to enrich author’s speech by expressive emotional meaning, to create lexical
background of the determined speech style party, for example, force capable to follow interests and social
groups, of all nationalitics and country peoples to unit them, to mobilize people’s energy for common cause
of communist creation (= party) fighting avant-guard (Laos national revolutionary party), tested avant —
guard, inspirer and organizer of all Soviet people victories (= Communist party of the Soviet Union), party of
innovators, party of future (Communist party), state (the main reformer, peoples life root «attribute» standing
under society etc.).

In underlined OPhC tests observed such contain ironical colouring, characteristic censorship removal
and in general democratization of lexics (for example, grandmother Petersburg democracy M. Salye —party
political  figure), great powerist (Russian chauvinist, antisemist, nationalist, demagogue)
(= V.V. Zhirinovski), Clinton’s left foot (= Kozyrev), a puppet, sets European capital out (the US President
B. Clinton), stingy knight (= Lloyd Bentsen, the US Finance Minister), a mousetacheld top of a boot
(= A. Rutskoi) etc.
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We focus attention: ideology and power in native language consciousness associated with personnel
management, political leaders at the top of state system. In management there is own accurate hierarchy oc-
cupation system determines a choice of this or that nomination mean. That’s why opposition «own» —
«strange» more brightly realized in microconcept «political leaders», «own» are those, close to the top of
authorities, the centre, «strange» in turn occupies peripheral position. Antimonya «own» — «stranger’s» is a
cognitive universalya in nuclear part of social —political conceptsphere, introducing chrono ethnouniversal
oppositional primitive. Using semantic record it is possible to present his opposition by the formulae: «Own»
I estimate as good, mine (ours) won’t make me (us) any harm. Other’s are bad, not mine (ours) can harm me
(us). Given antinomya dated back to prehistoric past and connected with the physiological instinct of self
safety peculiar to living beings. Differentiation of «own», «other’s» is lying on the background of cognitive
and verbal levels serve mental and communicative needs of «the public person» and in this life sphere; as in
any other, often take place changes of different kind (social reorientation) (rule) markers arepolarized simul-
taneously with public events.

Differentiation connected with the USSR other’s — foreign countries of non-socialist camp and their
ideological supporters. At the result of existence of subjective expression of the real world picture (language
and conceptual) in Soviet time erased object concept’s semantics took place in the language of the Soviet
epoch: concepts were exposed to subjective understanding and judgement of validity reality which dominat-
ed in the language of the Soviet period.

So the base mean of estimated connotations creation in ideologized OPhC of the Soviet publicistic dis-
course is metathor; cognitive paradigm of the base concepts change in connection with the world outlook
change, defines the general development dynamics of the tested superconcept IDEOLOGY at different stag-
es of history.

OPhC revealed by us is one of the brightest signs of the Russian language of the Soviet period, defining
structural pecularities and conceptual office content.
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C.A. baiimambipos, b.K. Tynrpimbaesa

«Hneosiorus» cynepKOHUENIUSACHIHBIH My OJIHIIUCTHKAJIBIK
AUCKYpCTa OeJIrijieHyi: IMaxXpOHAbIK ACTEKT

Makanazia KEHECTIK/TOCTKEHECTIK JoyipJeri OpbIC TiMIHIH JKapKblH Oenrinepidin Oipi Gosblin TaObUIATHIH,
QNICYMETTIK TOITApIbIH MYIIEIePiHiH CaHACHIH/A JMHTBUCTHKAJIBIK OKUIAIK TYPIHAE Ke3/IeCETiH, TONTHIK JKe-
Ke0achlH aHBIKTAWTBIH JKOHE KOFaMIBIK-CAsiCH JICKCHKAHBIH KYpaMblHA CHETIH «HICOJOTHS» HACSIIBIK
KOHLEMHSCBIHBIH (pPa3eosIOrusUIbIK JKoHe MepudepHKaibIK yilieciMaepi KapacTeipbuirad. JKyMmbIc Kazipri
JIMHTBUCTHKANBIK FBUIBIMHBIH ©3€KTI MOcelieCiHe — KOTHHUTHBTIK TEOpHsFa, aran aWTKaH[a «HACOJIOTHS»
CYIEPKOHLETITIH KYPBUIBIMBIK-CEMAaHTHKAIIBIK 3ePTTEYre apHajfaH. ABTOpJap KCHECTIK KOHE IIOCTKEHECTIK
Ke3eHHIH 0aChIHIAFbl KYPHAIUCTIK JMCKYPCTa OCBI TY)KBIPBIMIaMaHbl BepOaIM3alsIIalThIH OPBIC TUTIHIET]
OIIXK ce3 TipkecTepiH cunaTTaraH. ¥ ChIHBUIFAH 3€PTTEY/AIH TEOPHUSIIBIK MaHbI3ABUIBIFEI OPBIC TLTIHIH KOH-
nenrocepa TeOpUACHIHBIH JaMybIMeH, aBTopnapasiy OFC teopusiceis, onapasl [IPAI'MA-THHIBHCTHKAIBIK
acIekTiZie perTey, OKLIayay KOHEe CHIaTTay NPUHLMITEPIH XKacayFa ThIPHICYbIMEH aHbIKTanaabl. COHbIMEH
KaTap aBTOpJIap OpPTYPJIi CXeManap MeH KecTesep/i YChIHFaH.

Kinm ce3dep: Tin, Wmeonorus, TUIAIH JapKelH Oenriyiepi, KOFaMIBIK-CAsCH JIEKCHKA, KOHIENTocdepa,
QJIEYMETTIK TONTAP, MyOIUIUCTHKA.
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C.A. baitmamsbipos, b.K. Tynrymo6aesa

O0beKkTHBALMS CYNIEPKOHIENTA «HA€0JI0TUsD)
B NyOJIUIMCTHYECKOM JMCKYpCce: TMAXPOHUYECKH acleKT

B crarse paccmoTpeHs! (pazeo-niepudpacTuieckue codeTaHus B KOHIENTOC(epe CYNepKOHIENTa «HIe0-
JIOTHSA», KOTOPhIE CYIIECTBYIOT B CO3HAHMU WICHOB COIMANBHBIX TPYII B BUAE A3BIKOBBIX PENpe3eHTaIHH,
OTIPENIENSAIOT TPYNIOBYIO HAEHTUYHOCTD U BXOJIAT B KOPITYC OOIIECTBEHHO-MOIUTUYECKOH JIEKCUKH, SBIAACH
OJIHOHM M3 SPKUX NPHMET PYCCKOTO S3bIKa COBETCKOTO / MOCTCOBETCKOTO BpeMeHH. PaboTa MocBsIleHa aKTy-
aIbHOHI npo0eMe COBPEMEHHON JTMHIBUCTHYECKOH HayKH — KOTHUTHBHOW TEOPHH, B YACTHOCTH, CTPYKTYp-
HO-CEMaHTUYECKOMY HUCCIECIOBAHUIO CYNEPKOHLENTa «HUICOJIOTUs». ABTOPAMHU OIUCAHBI CIIOBOCOYCTaHUS
OIIXK pycckoro si3plka, BepOaqu3ylomue JaHHOE MOHSITHE B ITyOIUIIMCTHYECKOM JHCKYypCE COBETECKOTO
U Haydaja IOCTCOBETCKOIo NepuonoB. Teoperudeckas 3Ha4MMOCTb IPEAIaraeéMoro Uccie10BaHus Onpeie-
JSIeTCsl Pa3BUTHEM TEOPHH KOHIENTOC(Ephl PYCCKOTO SI3BIKA, ITONBITKOH aBTOPOB pa3paboTaTh TEOPHIO
ODK, npuHIUNEI YIOPSAJOYCHHUS, BEIACICHUS U OIMCAHUS UX B IparMa-JIMHIBUCTUYECKOM acHeKkTe. ABTO-
paMu TakKe MPeJCTaBIEeHbl PA3IUMYHbIE CXEMBI M TaOIHIIBI, HILTIOCTPUPYIOIINE TEOPETHUECKUE TIOJI0KEHUS
paboTHL.

Kniouegvie cnosa: s3bIK, UIEONOTHS, A3BIKOBbIE PEHPE3CHTALMH, TOJIMTHYECKas JICKCHKa, KOHLenTochepa,
COIMANIbHBIE TPYIIIBI, MyOINIUCTHKA.
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